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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 0/1 2/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 10/12/2007 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the man/machine interface means" in line 3. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the remainder of the 
Office Action, "the man/machine interface" will be interpreted as "a man/machine 
interface." 
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5. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the graphics images" and "the Internet processing 
means" in lines 3 and 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. For the remainder of the Office Action, "the graphics images" and "the Internet 
processing means" will be interpreted as "graphics images" and "an Internet processing 
means." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. Claims 1-3, 5-10 and 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Feinleib et al. (US 2005/0166257) in view of Killian (US 6,163,316). 

Regarding claims 1,16 and 17, Feinleib et al. ("Feinleib") teaches a digital- 
television receiver/decoder device, corresponding method and software product 
embodied in a computer readable medium, of the type (Fig. 2) comprising: 

an input interface suitable for receiving digital-television signals originating from a 
predetermined broadcast network and for delivering a digital stream of television signals 
(Fig. 2-24); 

a demultiplexer/extractor module suitable for extracting, from the digital stream, 
digital sequences relating to a chosen television program (Fig. 2 — 64; paragraph 70); 

a decoder module suitable for converting the digital sequences thus extracted 
into television signals compatible with a visual-display module (Fig. 2 — 66; paragraphs 
59 and 61); ' 

a module for recording and playing digital sequences of digital-television 
programs (Fig. 2 — Program Memory 56); 
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a processing module (Fig. 2 — 56) suitable for receiving, from a software 
application received from another medium (paragraph 61 — tuner is able to receive 
software programs; paragraph 64 — a Web browser is a downloadable software 
application; paragraph 31 — enhancement content, or "initialization and marking 
information", can be constructed as a Web page, therefore it is "from a software 
application", e.g. a Web browser), initialization and marking information (paragraph 37 — 
"enhancement content" including announcements, triggers and data files relate to 
streaming video data ), as well as to the reception/extraction of the digital sequences 
relating to said television program (paragraphs 77-78), and for comparing said 
initialization and marking information with the television digital stream originating from 
the demultiplexer/extractor module, said processing module being suitable, moreover, in 
response to a positive comparison, for causing the recording of the initialization and 
marking information (paragraph 75 — announcements are stored with titles or identities 
of the streaming content), in the record/replay module; and 

an execution module suitable (Fig. 2 — central processing unit 50), at the request 
of a user, for launching the playing of the digital sequences relating to said television 
program (Fig. 2 — 78; paragraph 75), in synchronism with the initialization and marking 
information (paragraph 77), wherein said execution module further comprises a 
supplementary processing module (Fig. 2 — processor 52; paragraph 65) able to run the 
software application further containing said initialization and marking information 
(paragraphs 72-80 — Web browser contains enhancement data in order to run the 
enhancement data in synchronism with the video), the software application being run in 
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synchronism and in interactive mode with the playing of the digital-television program 
thus recorded with the aid of said initialization and marking information (paragraphs 72- 
80 — web browser runs in synchronism with the video). 

Feinleib, however, fails to clearly teach the initialization and marking information 
relates at least to the start and to the end of a chosen television program and also 
comparing said initialization and marking information with the television digital stream 
originating from the demultiplexer/extractor module, said processing module being 
suitable, moreover, in response to a positive comparison, for causing the recording of 
the digital sequences relating to said chosen television program. 

In analogous art, Killian teaches initialization and marking information relates at 
least to the start and to the end of a chosen television program (col. 17, lines 43-46— 
recording information) and also comparing said initialization and marking information 
with the television digital stream originating from the demultiplexer/extractor module, 
said processing module being suitable, moreover, in response to a positive comparison, 
for causing the recording of the digital sequences relating to said chosen television 
program (col. 17, lines 43-56). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Feinleib to include in the initialization and 
marking information data relating at least to the start and to the end of a chosen 
television program and also comparing said initialization and marking information with 
the television digital stream originating from the demultiplexer/extractor module, said 
processing module being suitable, moreover, in response to a positive comparison, for 
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causing the recording of the digital sequences relating to said chosen television 
program, as taught by Killian, in order to more intelligently select, schedule and record 
viewing opportunities (Killian: col. 17, line 56-col. 18, line 2). 

Regarding claims 2 and 18, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the supplementary 
processing module consists of Internet processing means, intended to provide a link 
according to an Internet protocol IP (Feinleib: paragraph 13), suitable for cooperating 
with memory-storage means able to store an Internet browser serving for Internet 
browsing (Feinleib: program memory 56 comprises browser 72), and in that the 
receiver/decoder device further comprises a communications module (Feinleib: Fig. 2 — 
68) able to communicate with a remote server (Fig. 1—22) according to the Internet 
protocol (Feinleib: paragraphs 13, 29 and 37). 

Regarding claims 3 and 19, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the 
communications module is able to download the software application originating from 
the remote server (Feinleib: Fig. 2— a Web browser 72 is a downloadable software 
application such as Microsoft's Internet Explorer or Mozilla Firefox). 

Regarding claim 5, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein it comprises means 
suitable for receiving the software application with the digital-television stream (Feinleib: 
Fig. 2—68; paragraph 61). 
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Regarding claim 6, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the execution module is 
suitable for launching the playing of the digital sequences relating to the chosen 
television program and the running of the software application on the same visual- 
display module (Feinleib: Fig. 5; paragraphs 75 and 90). 

Regarding claim 7, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein it further comprises 
man/machine Interface means, the actuation of which allows the user to interact 
simultaneously and in synchronism in the playing of the recorded television program 
and in the running of the predetermined software application (Feinleib: Fig. 5; 
paragraphs 90-96). 

Regarding claim 8, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the Internet processing 
means are suitable for cooperating with the visual-display module as well as the 
man/machine interface means of the receiver/decoder device (Feinleib: paragraphs 65 
and 90-96). 

Regarding claim 9, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the demultiplexer/extractor 
module is able to extract the initialization and marking information of the television 
program (Feinleib: paragraphs 13-14) and to send it to the Internet processing means 
so as, at the request of the user, to allow running of the predetermined software 
application in local mode and/or in cooperation with the remote server, in synchronism 
with the playing of the recorded television program (Feinleib: paragraphs 90-96). 
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Regarding claim 10, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the Internet processing 
means are suitable, in cooperation with the processing means of the receiver/decoder, 
for driving the record/replay module (Feinleib: paragraph 65). 

Regarding claim 12, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein it further comprises an 
image-composition module suitable for receiving the video images output by the 
decoder module as well as the graphics images output by the Internet processing 
means, so as to combine them according to a chosen image-composition mode 
(Feinleib: paragraphs 80-87 and 90). 

Regarding claim 13, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the image-composition 
mode is of overprint, multi-windowing, text, image-combining type (Feinleib: paragraphs 
90-96). 

Regarding claim 14, Feinleib and Killian teach wherein the image composition 
module comprises: a first memory suitable for containing the video images output by the 
decoder module; a second memory suitable for containing the graphics information 
output by the Internet processing means; a third memory suitable for containing an 
image-composition program (Feinleib: Fig. 2 — Program Memory 56 is suitable for 
containing video images, graphics information and an image-composition program); 
image-processing means suitable for extracting the chosen information from the first 
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and second memories depending on the composition program (Feinleib: paragraphs 13- 
14), so as to produce the composite images; and a module for synchronization of the 
visual-display module, so as to synchronize the composition of images output by the 
two memories (Feinleib: paragraphs 77-80). 

Regarding claim 15, Feinleib and Killian teach an interface of serial type and/or 
an interface of high-throughput link type so as to connect peripheral equipment of the 
printer, video/camera system, audio suite or video peripheral type (Feinleib: Fig. 2—58, 
60 and 62). 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Feinleib 
in view of Killian, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Wistendahl et al. 
(US 6,496,981). 

Regarding claim 4, Feinleib and Killian fail to clearly teach wherein it [the 
receiver/decoder device] comprises a media player able to read a data medium 
containing the software application. 

Wistendahl teaches a receiver/decoder device comprises a media player able to 
read a data medium containing the software application a stream of digital data (col. 39, 
lines 39-59 — interactive media content is read and played by a media player). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Feinleib and Killian by having a media player 
able to read a data medium containing the software application, as taught by 
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Wistendahal, in order for the media content to be run on any digital media player 
(Wistendahl: col. 39, lines 39-59). 

8. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Feinleib 
in view of Killian, as applied to claims 1, 2 and 10 above, and further in view of Ellis et 
al. (US 6,665,869). 

Regarding claim 11, Feinleib and Killian fail to clearly teach wherein the Internet 
processing means are suitable for delivering, to the record/replay module, commands of 
the stop, pause, pause start, start, slow, fast forward, rewind, jump forward, jump back, 
type. 

In analogous art, Ellis et al. ("Ellis") teaches a set-top box (processing means) 
that controls recording and other features of a program using an infrared transmitter and 
receiver. The commands are given through a remote control, keyboard, mouse, touch- 
pad and other various devices (Fig. 1 — 34; Fig. 2 — 30a, 30b, 30c; col. 4, lines 46-51; 
col. 4, line 66— col. 5, line 12; col. 5, lines 25-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Feinleib and Killian to include a 
controlling device used to deliver commands to the recording device, as taught by Ellis, 
in order to control a set-top box, a videocassette recorder and a television (Ellis: col. 4, 
lines 51-53). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shelton Austin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
9385. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:00- 
5:30. The examiner can also be reached on Fridays from 9:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant, whose telephone number is (571) 272-7294, can be reached 
on Monday through Friday from 7:30-5:00. The supervisor can also be reached on 
alternate Fridays from 9:00-4:00. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Shelton Austin 
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